10/26/71 


Soar Russ, 

no f-' tlred “ nd «■» '“set with inoUHs Jroblona than usual. honco I 

iS r “ k0d J * B ? t0 i>h0ne •* «**• * »* yourt.^r to 

n — J 0VQr 10 puonu uoioro ne received it. 

J d ° ri ' t tlr5jlk he is th(i kind of fiuy you tnink, I don't think he lias f--c indent ons 
here forl^ieSSt'^el *** *“ ^ “* ^ ** it. ho was 

What you 8ai - repeat in different fom in your 10 / 21 , which came todav i, fl1 i 
very reasonable, but you are looking at one side only, do bade to your reporting days 

on learnin- x hi- P ? rS0nal ^owledge ^ ou ^ve, ask yourself how you would have reacted 

He didn’t* rush 1 ° cations? Gan a S° od reporter not clieck it furtherr? 

into print 1,D - th xt ~ he asked and said lie would chock. Is that wrong? 

u have not given him any tiling, i have shown him some. 

Perhaps it is just as good that ay copy of that issue of "0„ Target*' ha" not he'>n 

in^ltioTTvZ ^ ;° nthS aG0 - But 1 thiak if you wer<.; to do a personal 

sti 0 ation on tliat stuii you woulu endanger yourself needlessly. 

You JS^***' b ° SUfipected of y° u thoro » it i y even a more dubious idea. 

*“ *?'. y~ ««t todo is i_ito a aitktion 

accomplish tks. ‘ ~ ° questions alone is enough to 


In waste. 



10 - 21-71 


Dear Harold, 

Last night I snet you a copy of the latter I sent to your man in Chicago. 

The letter was a little strong, but so was my reaction to it. When I read 

the letter he sent to you I was immediately reminded of someth ng a friend 
of mind had said a couple years ago: there was an article in Newsweek 

magazine about a musician that we both knew and we looked at the article 
together and pointed out dozens of lies, and discrepancies and mis-use of 
innuendo in the article -- and my friend said, "Han, if they can be so 
wrong about something, and we only know it because we happened to be there 
and know the person, how wrong must they akaa* be about other things?" Well 
that's how I felt about that business of the location -- it just happened 

that I had 8 been there shortly after they moved and had specifically discussed 

the location and know all the reasons why that location was picked. Had I 
not known that I might have been duped by the clever use of innuendo and 
said, "Hmm, maybe they did move there to be near the spy operation." 

Did you ever get back the copy of "On-Target" that had the story about 
the townhouse bombing? You were going to send me a copy of it. Now 
that I'm here in New York I would be able to talk to some people who 
had contact with the townhouse who would find that issue worth looking 
at and who might be able to verify whether what they claim was possible. 

I would like very much to get a copy of it if you've gotten it back, but 
as you know I'll only be here three more weeks, so I'd have to get it pretty 
soon. 

I guess I'll close for now. I hope I didn't turn your friend in Chicago 
off, but believe me I toned down my reaction before I wrote the letter so 
that I wouldn't be too offensive. 


d 



Russ 



